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THE BY-ELECTION DEFEATS 

I have seen articles in French, papers saying this gov- 
ernment in England is losing support and we shall see 
something different. Yes, we suffered a reverse in three 
constituencies. There were three men there (pointing 
to the Labor benches) before election who would have 
voted for the enforcement of the Treaty of Versailles in 
all its terms. There are three men there now who will 
vote against it. There were three men there who would 
have voted for a very cautious approach to the Eussian 
Government. There are three men in these seats now 
who would vote for unqualified recognition. Let us face 
these facts. 

J have great respect for my honorable friends, al- 
though I do not agree with them; but at the moment 
opinion is not in that direction — it is from that direc- 
tion. We are proposing, I consider, a moderate policy — 
a cautious policy. I am not sure, perhaps, an overcau- 
tious policy. We are doing our best to work in partner- 
ship with France, with whom we worked for four or five 
of the most terrible years that any nation could pass 
through, and we have so far done our best to keep step 
with France in approaching Russia. 

We have taken into account all reasonable prejudices 
against these people who have outraged every sentiment 
that is dear to the vast majority of the people of this 
country. But, believe me, unless peace is made, if we 
fail because these men will not go as far either here or 
elsewhere, the movement is not in their direction, the 
movement is away. Let them be wise in time of pro- 
pounding these measures in all conscience. We believe 
the people of England demand them. Europe needs 
them, the world is crying for them. (Loud cheers.) 



SOME FALLACIES IN RESPECT TO NEAR 
EASTERN AFFAIRS 

By JOANNES GENNADIUS, G.C.V.O., DIC.L, LLD. 

Late Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of 

Greece to Great Britain 

Apart from the disturbance in the value of concepts 
and in the connotation of terms, brought about by 
the shattering effects of the World War ; apart from the 
unchecked inroads of slang which, during the last few 
years, have flooded almost every European language, 
what is very noticeable and worthy of closer examination 
are certain expressions which have gradually become cur- 
rent in journalism in connection with affairs in the East. 
Their wrong attributions convey a misleading concep- 
tion to the lay reader, and gradually become crystallized 
so as to denote accepted facts, whereas they misrepresent 
the events they are supposed to record. Every student 
of language is aware of the powerful influence which the 
form and manner of expression has on the very ideas 
which it is intended to convey. A loose form of lan- 
guage inevitably reacts on the intellect, in the same way 
that chaotic notions can never be formulated in terms 
which may stand the test of rational examination. 

INACCURATE TERMINOLOGY 

Eastern affairs, like the rest of European politics, are 
sufficiently complex without the added terror of a mis- 



leading terminology. For instance, why use the word 
"Balkans" in a deprecatory sense, as signifying a state 
of affairs in constant unrest and complication — a mix- 
ture of jealousies, lawlessness, upheavals? Even the 
verb to "Balkanize" and the term "Balkanization" have 
been coined to express such a state of things. Now, 
"Balkans" is the Turkish name given to the central 
range of mountains known to the Greeks as the Haemos, 
and no educated or self-respecting Greek would discredit 
himself by speaking of "the Balkan Peninsula," which 
the Greeks, from time immemorial, know as the Penin- 
sula of the Haemos, or as the Illyrian Peninsula. That 
the western Europeans have preferred to adopt the un- 
couth Turkish appellation is one of those linguistic 
manifestations which betray the inner workings of the 
mind. It was the policy of the great European powers 
which kept that distressful peninsula in a state of con- 
stant upheaval and ferment for the last two and a half 
centuries. Their mutual jealousies, their rival claims, 
their conflicting policies, some powers bolstering up the 
Porte, while others fomented insurrections never meant 
to result in the liberation of the subject races, which they 
thus cruelly betrayed, their intrigues among the Chris- 
tian States, which they sought to enfeeble and control 
by setting one against the other — these were the real 
causes for the unsettled state of those unfortunate coun- 
tries. 

THE TURK'S CHANGING ALLIES 

But even in the absence of such irritants, what peace, 
what law, what security, what rest, could have been ex- 
pected under the unspeakable rule of the Turk, whom 
each one of the European powers in turn adopted as an 
ally and cherished as a friend and protector? Inde- 
pendently, however, of these considerations, which in 
justice cannot be stated in milder terms, it may be 
affirmed, without fear of contradiction, that the rest of 
Europe has, for the last half century at all events, been 
more thoroughly "Balkanized" than that southeastern 
peninsula. 

The relations of the western, central, and northern 
European powers have been more troubled, more precari- 
ous, fraught with greater danger, and they resulted in 
more appalling disasters than anything which the rela- 
tions between the States liberated from Turkey can show. 
But one of the prerogatives of the "Great Powers" ap- 
pears to have been to indulge freely in the very acts for 
which they professed horror when they found them oc- 
curring, though in a much less serious form, among the 
lesser European fry. Acquisitiveness, aggressiveness, 
unfairness, intrigue, and violence were viewed as the 
special rights for the strong; but these failings became 
"Balkanism" with the weak. 

"Imperialism" again is tacitly held to be the preserve 
of the mighty; but it becomes a damning offense when 
suspected of a people struggling for freedom and unity, 
as in the case of Greece, to be presently considered. 

Let us first understand what "imperialism" really is, 
in the sense in which this term is used in relation to 
present-day politics. It is the policy of an autocracy, 
and not rarely of a professing democracy, which seeks 
to subjugate and annex peoples and lands of an alien 
race, against their will, as the result of a war of con- 
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quest or of some secret bargaining whereby entire popu- 
lations, their lot and lives, are bartered as chattels. As 
one of the most iniquitous instances of such imperialism, 
I may cite the three successive partitions of Poland be- 
tween Austria, Prussia, and Russia, and the latter coun- 
try's long-continued Czaristic policy of annexing those 
surrounding States which have now broken away again. 
The Austrian Empire was the outcome of the forcible 
annexation of Czechs, Slovaks, Croats, Serbs, and Ital- 
ians. The wretched ramshackle edifice which went by 
the name of the Ottoman Empire, with its center in 
what was humorously known as the Sublime Porte, was 
also the produet of "imperialism" in an even more ag- 
gravated form, both because of the number of divers 
nationalities held in: subjection, and because of the bar- 
barous rule they had to endure as an excuse for govern- 
ment That rule was incomparably more odious and 
inhuman than that of Austria or even Eussia, although 
it found, and finds to the present day, defenders and 
supporters in Christian imperialistic States. 

IMPERIALISM DENOUNCED 

This "imperialism" was denounced during the late 
war by all the Allies, who declared that it was their firm 
purpose to abstain themselves, and prevent others, from 
indulging in it. But while they acclaimed President 
Wilson's famous fourteen points, they were actually oc- 
cupied in concluding among themselves secret treaties 
of spoliation. The very consciousness that those trans- 
actions were discreditable prevented their publication 
until they were made known, as if by the intervention 
of the Nemesis in a Greek tragedy, through the medium 
of the Russian Bolsheviki — the propagators of commu- 
nistic imperialism. The scope and the bargaining of 
none of these agreements was quite so Shylockian as that 
on the conditions of which Italy was at last gotten to 
participate in the war. The Italian Prime Minister of 
that time admitted, with admirable frankness, that it 
was the pious purpose of "il nostro sacro egoismo" to 
annex tracts of countries and quotas of populations in- 
disputably German, Serbian, and Greek. 

PURPOSES OF THE FASCISTI 

I can instance no truer expression of the guiding spirit 
of this pious purpose than that given by Mr. Charleton 
Beals, who has long resided in Italy and studied the 
country thoroughly. In a recent article on the "Rise of 
the Fascist! in Italy," 1 he says of the great and powerful 
Nationalist Party: "In international affairs it advocates 
an aggressive foreign policy, the seizure of the eastern 
shores of the Adriatic, and the consistent pursuit of a 
mild Mediterranean imperialism which will further the 
prosperity of an agrarian, shop-keeping, coastal-trading 
civilization with the minimum of personal sacrifice." 
And then he goes on to quote Corrado Zolli, the former 
Subsecretary of Foreign Affairs under d'Annunzio in 
Fiume, who in his Giornale di Fiume (p. 137) "ex- 
pressed the current sophism of this imperialism," as 
follows : 

From the Alps, from the Carso, from the Piava, has 
stepped forth a nation of 40,000,000 inhabitants . . . [in- 



eluding Germans, Serbs, and Greeks, be it remarked], the 
second great continental power of Europe, constricted in a 
land pier that reaches out toward the east and towards 
Africa, seething with energy that will burst over its neigh- 
boring European and African confines; for from Marseilles 
to Tunis, from Trieste to Smyrna, from Alexandria to 
Tripoli, nothing is heard but the language of Genoa and 
Venice, of Bari and Palermo [the four local dialects of 
which places are mutually incomprehensible] ; even the dis- 
tant shores of^the two Americas are fecundated with the 
intelligent labor of our people. This nation, . . . sooner 
or later, should and will regrasp its proper post in the world. 

This, if you please, is imperialism with a vengeance; 
for even America is here warned betimes. It would ap- 
pear that imperialism is a disease in a malignant form, 
and contagious. Is it because Italy has, in a certain 
measure, replaced Austria ? Yet Italy is the creation of 
the principle of nationalities. If ever that principle pre- 
vailed anywhere, and bore rich fruit, it was in Italy. To 
this day my whole being is deeply stirred and reanimated 
when I think of those days of the "Risorgimento" of 
1 859, when as a youth at school I was carried away with 
enthusiasm for Victor Emmanuel and Garibaldi, and the 
victories of the French at Megenta and Solferino, for 
the liberation of Italy — "our sister," as we then thought 
and felt ! 

Our hatred of Austrian rule was not less intense than 
that of its Italian victims; and it was with great diffi- 
culty our parents and our teachers prevented us taking 
ship to join Garibaldi, as many of our elders had already 
done. And now? How does Italy return that enthu- 
siasm and brotherly love? Does she tolerate that sacred 
principle of nationality to be applied in our case? We 
find her opposed to us at every step. 

During our first Balkan war of 1912 Italians were 
caught flagrante delicto supplying the Turks with secret 
military information. They occupied northern Epiros 
(the cradle of my own family) in favor of the wild Al- 
banians, whom they set against us, and they demanded 
the neutralization of the canal of Corfu. Their assist- 
ance and support of the Bulgars, the bitter enemies of 
Greeks and Serbians, is a matter of notoriety. While 
the World War lasted, they neglected no opportunity to 
oppose every measure favorable to Greece; and in the 
various conferences which followed, the vote of Italy 
and the pleadings of her delegates were steadily and 
categorically recorded against Greece. 2 Italian hostility 



1 In "Current History" of March, 1922, p. 945. 



2 We read in "Current History" of May, 1921, p. 204 : 
"Not only France, but also Italy, it was revealed early in 
April, had concluded a secret pact with the Turkish Nation- 
alists, while Greece was fighting in Anatolia to enforce the 
terms of the Sevres Treaty signed by all the Allies in com- 
mon. This agreement between Rome and Angora, it now ap- 
pears, was arranged between Count Sforza and Bekir Samy 
Bey, representing Kemal, during the London conference in 
March [at which Greece was invited to attend! !]. The pact 
itself was signed on March 12. Count Sforza on April 2 
officially informed the Italian Chamber of the signing of this 
treaty, and explained the objects sought to be attained. The 
following week the British Government instructed its Min- 
ister at Rome to ascertain what the provisions of this se- 
cretly concluded compact were. The salient points of the 
treaty, finally published in Rome on April 7, and summarized 
in Paris on April 12, were as follows: . . . Art. 4. The 
Royal Government of Italy pledges itself to support effect- 
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to everything Greek became a commonplace in politics, 
and a sort of feminine envy of Greek enterprise in the 
Levant gave rise to many a humorous comment. Corfu 
was occupied by the Italians, who signalized their mili- 
tary prowess by landing also a cavalry contingent, for 
the martial display of which that small and hilly island 
was unfortunately found to offer no opportunity, much 
to the disappointment of the cavaliers and to the intense 
amusement of the islanders. 

DISAPPOINTMENT AT CORFU 

A greater disappointment followed, when they had to 
evacuate Corfu, which they dreamed to annex and im- 
perialize, on the plea that erstwhile it had been a Vene- 
tian possession. But it had also been successively Turk- 
ish, and Russian, and French, and British, until Eng- 
land admitted the justice of the persistent demands of 
the Greek islanders to be united to the mother country. 

As regards the Italian claim to various localities in 
the Levant by right of Venetian succession, three impor- 
tant considerations should not be lost sight of: In the 
first place, if such a principle were valid, similar Turk- 
ish claims should also be admitted, and indeed Greece 
might have a claim on Calabria and Sicily, since they 
had once upon a time formed part of the Byzantine Em- 
pire. Moreover, Venetian rule in the Levant was so 
repressive and venomous in character that to this day its 
recollection is execrated by the inhabitants even more 
than that of the Turks. 

Finally, the whole course of Italian history shows that 
the mercantile oligarchy which was Venice was never 
essentially Italian ; it coalesced with the French and the 
Germans against Italy and was systematically opposed 
to Italian unity. It is not such claims, nor the preten- 
sions of the extremists to an Italian Corsica, and even 
an Italian Malta, as the ultimate goal of complete Ital- 
ian unity, that will strengthen respect for that Italy 
whom we all admire and love. What service has that 
modern condotieri, d'Annunzio, rendered Italy by re- 
enacting the razzias of the petty princelets of medieval 
Italy and the buccaneering expeditions of Pope Julius 
II ? What friends has he secured by his frantic vapor- 
ing against the Allies, culminating in that disgraceful 
ribaldry against a highly placed and respected lady ? 
That was not the act of an Italian patriot. 

What advantage or profit can accrue to Italy from the 

ively in relations to its allies all demands of the Turkish 
delegates relative to the Peace Treaty, and especially restitu- 
tion to Turkey of Smyrna and Thrace. ... On April 2, 
Count Sforza, the Italian Foreign Minister, gave in the 
Rome Chamber a comprehensive account of the Near East 
Conference, and said : "I desired to reach an agreement with 
the Turkish delegates on our own economic action in Ana- 
tolia and the Heraclea mining basin, and it was understood 
that the policy of the Italian Government was to proceed in 
perfect harmony and co-operation with the Turkish authori- 
ties. I was able, happily, to conclude an agreement, signed 
on the evening of March 12, by which a vast zone in Asia 
Minor is open specially to Italian economic penetration with- 
out any political aims, and I have secured the sincere and 
cordial co-operation of Turkey, which is convinced of the 
honest and loyal intentions of Italy." 

The intentions were thus declared to be "honest and loyal" 
in regard to Kemal, the butcher of defenseless old men, 
women, and children. We are left to cogitate on the nature 
of the same intentions in respect to Italy's ally, Greece, 
against whom Kemal was and is still warring. 



forcible occupation of the Dodecanese, our twelve Greek 
islands in the JSgean, Greek from time immemorial — 
Greek in history, in nationality, in religion, in convic- 
tions and aspirations — the inhabitants of which have 
been loudly protesting against the Italian rule, more 
reactionary, and more repressive than Austrian rule ever 
was in Lombardy and Venetia? Some of the acts com- 
mitted there by the Italians, with. a view to stifle the 
patriotic sentiments of the islanders, surpass anything 
recorded during the preceding Turkish rule, and, as 
usual, have had a result exactly contrary to that aimed 
at. Only in the black record it will leave will the Italian 
occupation be a continuation of the Venetian tradition. 
It is now fully ten years since these islands were occu- 
pied "provisionally," during the Italo-Turkish war, and 
as many solemn promises of evacuation were given in 
formal declarations and treaties, and as often violated. 
Can any rational policy aim at the permanent annexa- 
tion of those Greek islands, situated as they are, within 
Greek waters, bound to us by the closest ties of kinship, 
when, at a time men were less imbued with the principle 
of self-determination, Great Britain became convinced 
of the justice and urgency of allowing the Ionian Islands 
to be joined to the mother country ? It is a wise policy 
which takes time by the forelock. 

AID TO KEMALISTS 

No less prudent is it to avoid commitments with the 
moribund and not to provoke the resentment of the 
robust and growing. We would fain believe that the 
assistance, moral and material, so lavishly provided from 
Italian sources for our Kemalist enemies in Asia Minor 
was supplied without the knowledge and connivance of 
the Italian Government. Unfortunately, the evidence 
is all in the contrary sense ; so much so that it leaves no 
doubt in our minds that we are in the presence of a fixed 
resolve on the part of Italy to thwart us at every step, 
and to co-operate, short of an actual offensive alliance, 
with each and every one who becomes our opponent. 

It is a sad prospect, so entirely different to that which 
we lovingly looked forward to when the thousands of 
Italian refugees, after the suppressed revolt of 1848, 
were received in our homes as our very brothers; when 
that famous book, Le mie priggioni, which after all re- 
counted plaintively sufferings but mild compared with 
those which the abettors of Khemal now seek to per- 
petuate, was eagerly read in every Greek household; or, 
again, when the whole of Greece was stirred to the quick 
by the campaigns of Garibaldi ! We have never forgot- 
ten that truly noble and angelic Italian, Count Santa 
Rosa, 8 who fought by the side of our fathers and fell like 
a hero on the Greek land that now covers his hallowed 
remains. He must have turned in his grave when his 
countrymen sped to assist those against whom he had 
fought for Greece ! 

NO GREEK IMPERIALISM 

Where, then, is the imperialism of which Greece is 
accused ? Which is the land we claim that is not Greek ? 
Which are the populations annexed that have not for 

* Those who wish to know of one of the finest prose poems 
ever written, let them seek it in the superb elegy on Santa 
Kosa which Cousin appended to his French translation of 
Plato. 
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generations prayed and hoped for union with Greece? 
What territory have we occupied in excess of that which 
was declared, after long and searching scrutiny, to be 
essentially Greek ? We do not aspire to rank as a newly 
fledged "great power." On the contrary, the frantic en- 
deavors noticeable elsewhere to qualify as such, by the 
ruthless disregard of all considerations of justice and 
right, remind us forcibly of those upstart women who 
fancy that the first step towards admission to the magic 
circle of "the smart set" is to cast to the winds every 
consideration of decency and all observance of decorum. 
We will not kick over the traces. We abide by the pro- 
visions of the Treaty of Sevres. That treaty was drawn 
up after long and laborious examination of all the ques- 
tions it solves. It is invested with the sanction and the 
authority of the signatures of all the Allies.* It is as 
sacred and as binding a pact as the Treaty of Versailles, 
which France at every step declares to be inviolate. 

Latterly, however, the signatory powers have again 
come together to revise the Sevres arrangements, because 
the Turks dislike their provisions, just as the Germans 
abominate the terms of the Treaty of Versailles. And 
in order to satisfy the Turks, who have all along been 
the enemies of the three great powers, they do not resti- 
tute to them any of the Turkish territories they have 
annexed (on the contrary, the Italian Foreign Minister, 
Senator Schanzer, coming out of this latest conference, 
expressed his joyful satisfaction that Italy had secured 
fresh advantages in Asia Minor), but they seek to satisfy 
Kemal with territories solemnly awarded to Greece and 
actually conquered by the Greeks at the sacrifice of thou- 
sands of young lives and untold treasure. The Greek 

•The memory of ordinary people in respect to political 
events being proverbially short, especially in these recent 
times, crowded as they are with rapidly succeeding sensa- 
tions, it is as well to append here the following extracts 
from the remarkable reply of the Allies to the pleadings of 
the Turkish delegates against the treaty. That reply is 
signed by the then French Premier (now President of the 
French Republic) and is dated Spa, July 16, 1920. 

"In the opinion of the Allies, Turkey voluntarily joined a 
conspiracy against the liberty of all nations at a time when 
its tyrannical purpose had become revealed to all. . 
The Allies are clear that the time has come when it is neces- 
sary to put an end, once and for all, to the empire of the 
Turks over other nations. The history of the relations be- 
tween the Porte and the great powers in the long period be- 
fore the war was one long story of repeated and unavailing 
attempts to put an end to atrocities in Bulgaria, Macedonia, 
Armenia, and elsewhere — atrocities which started and 
shocked the conscience of mankind. During the past 20 years 
Armenians have been massacred under conditions of unex- 
ampled barbarity, and during the war the record of the 
Turkish Government in massacre, in deportation, and in 
maltreatment of prisoners of war immeasurably exceeded 
even its own previous record. It is estimated that since 
1914 it has massacred, on the mendacious pretext of an al- 
leged revolt, 800,000 Armenians, including women and chil- 
dren, and has expelled or deported more than 200,000 Greeks 
and 200,000 Armenians from their homes. Not only has the 
Turkish Government failed to protect its subjects of other 
races from pillage, outrage, and murder, but there is abun- 
dant evidence that it has been responsible for directing and 
organizing savagery against people to whom it owed protec- 
tion. For these reasons the Allied powers are resolved to 
emancipate all areas inhabited by a non-Turkish majority 
from Turkish rule. It would neither be just, nor would it 
conduce to lasting peace in the Near and Middle East, that 
large masses of non-Turkish nationality should be forced to 
remain under Turkish rule. The Allies can make no modlfl- 



did so at the express invitation of the three great 
powers. 5 

In June, 1920, more especially, the few troops with 
which the Allies held Constantinople 6 were exposed to 
the danger of Being swamped by the Kemalists, who had 
almost reached the Bosporus. An appeal was addressed 
to the Greeks. The Greeks had no difficulty in checking 
the enemy, and were on the point of dealing a death blow 
to him, when the three powers ordered them to go no 
further. Their concern was not to save Kemal ; they 
(or, as we happen to know, one of them) did not relish 
a decisive victory of the Greek arms. Their vacillations, 
suspicions, and mutual jealousies have thus resulted in 
the strengthening of Kemal and in the arrogance of his 
present demands. 

TURKISH DEMANDS 

These demands may be summarized in the promised 
restitution to the Turks of their "home lands." In this, 
as in several other matters, the Turks simply exploit the 
ignorance of the general public. What are their "home 
lands" ? Every student of history knows that the Turks, 
originally a nomadic race, and even to the present day 
nothing much better than invading squatters, started 
from their true habitat in central Asia and gradually 
dispersed themselves over parts of Asia Minor and of 
eastern Europe. The Turks themselves hold to the tra- 
dition that in Europe they are only sojourning as a gar- 
rison over their Christian subjects. In Asia Minor itself 

cation in the clauses of the treaty which detach Thrace and 
Smyrna from Turkish rule, for in both areas the Turks are 
in a minority. The same considerations apply to the fron- 
tiers fixed between Syria and Turkey. For the same reason 
they can make no change in the provisions which provide 
for the creation of a free Armenia within boundaries which 
the President of the United States will determine as fair 
and just. The provisions concerning Smyrna will in no way 
have the result of restricting the commerce and the trade of 
that port with Anatolia. On the contrary, the inhabitants 
will have the strongest interest in making their town the 
port of the hinterland, and under an honest government will 
serve the interior more effectively than ever. The arrange- 
ment is analogous to that introduced at Danzig. ... 

"In conclusion, the Allies would point out that the treaty 
has not the character attributed to it by the Turkish delega- 
tion. It is true that the treaty strips Turkey of the empire 
which her rulers have so grievously misgoverned. But it 
leaves Turkey a national State with a large and productive 
territory. There is nothing in the treaty to prevent the 
Turkish people from becoming a prosperous nation if they 
reform their ways. Though it is doubtful if the Turks con- 
stitute a majority of its people, the treaty even leaves Con- 
stantinople as the capital of Turkey. In view of the misuse 
made by the Turks of their power in the past, the Allies 
have had grave doubts as to the wisdom of this step. If the 
Turkish Government refuses to sign the peace, still more if 
it finds itself unable to re-establish its authority in Anatolia, 
or to give effect to the treaty, the Allies, in accordance with 
the terms of the treaty, may be driven to reconsider this 
arrangement by ejecting the Turks from Europe once and 
for all." 

5 Speaking to the Indian Moslem delegation, Mr. Lloyd- 
George said, on March 24, 1921 : "I think we are largely re- 
sponsible for the Greek occupation of Smyrna." 

"We read in the Paris Matin as recently as October 12 
last : "Both Lloyd-George and Lord Curzon were so strongly 
convinced of the definite triumph of Oonstantine that the 
head of the Foreign Office went so far as to say to the Presi- 
dent of the French Council: 'AH the same, if the Greeks 
wished tomorrow to occupy Constantinople, I do not see 
what could prevent them.' " 
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they are in a majority only in the far interior, the entire 
coastal region, as well as several inland enclaves, being 
peopled by Greeks, the original inhabitants of those 
parts from time immemorial. This region is the Ionia 
of the Greeks, the cradle of Greek civilization, the home 
land of the earliest Greek philosophers, the land which 
claims to have been the birthplace of Homer, the terri- 
tory in which flourished those very cities for the freedom 
of which the Persian wars were waged — .Miletus, Cizicus, 
Ephesus, Halicaroassus, Clazomense, Colossoi, Phocaea, 
Smyrna — Smyrna which the Turks themselves to this 
day know and designate as "Giaour Ismir," Smyrna of 
the Giaours; so manifest and indisputable is the over- 
whelming supremacy of the Greek element in those parts. 
These facts, and the Turkish official statistics confirming 
them, were carefully considered when the Smyrna en- 
clave was awarded to Greece by the Treaty of Sevres. 
The home land, therefore, of the "unspeakable Turk" 
lies in the far interior of Asia Minor, and the sooner he 
retires to whence he came the better for peace, pros- 
perity, and civilization— and for himself also. 

ADRIANOPLE NOT TURKISH 

Another of those falsehoods by which the "truthful 
Mohammedans" have always succeeded in imposing upon 
Europeans, mostly ignorant of Turkish history, is the 
pretense that Adrianople is a Mohammedan sanctuary. 
When the Balkan Allies stormed that fortress in 1913, 
the Grand Vizier, Sait Hilmi Pasha, declared, in a note 
to the European powers, that the very suggestion of ced- 
ing that "sacred city" 7 would arouse to frenzy Mussul- 
man opinion the world over; for the graves of some of 
the greatest of the khalifs were venerated in the great 
mosque of Adrianople. 

With characteristic gullibility, or, to speak more ac- 
curately, with that readiness with which Turkish false- 
hoods have always found acceptance in certain European 
centers, this myth was re-echoed in the French and Aus- 
trian Turcophile organs of that time, and is now again 
dished up, although it has already been exposed as a 
barefaced lie. When called upon to specify who are the 
holy men buried there, the learned hodjahs, who are the 
ex-officio liars among the Turks, declare that they are 
Murad the First and Murad the Second and one of the 
Selims — the First or the Second ; they are not quite cer- 
tain which of the two. These are oral traditions, of the 
usual Asiatic nebulous kind. But when we come to 
question the great and admittedly Turcophile historian 
of Turkey, Joseph Hammer, we find that both the said 
Murads repose peaceably at Brussa. The First, who fell 
in the battle of Kossovo against the Serbs in 1389, lies 
in a mosque built by himself, and the second in another 
mosque of his own, along with his wife and his sons. 
Hammer (Vol. I, Book 5, p. 180, and Book 12, p. 283) 
quotes as his authorities, among others, the Byzantine 
Greek Ducas. 



'The "Holy Land of Islam" (Jaziral-ul-Arab)— that is, 
the sanctuaries — includes Mecca, Medina, Jerusalem, and 
also Najaf, Karbela, Samarra, Kazimain, and Bagdad, but 
not Adrianople. With the exception of the first three, which 
are universally venerated, the other five places are vari- 
ously regarded by different sects of Mohammedans — Shia, 
Sun. 



Now as to the uncertain Selims. The first of the 
name died, when on his way from Constantinople to 
Adrianople, on August 22, 1520, and was buried in the 
Fatieh-Dzami (mosque),, in Constantinople ; and Ham- 
mer (Vol. II, Book 25, p. 16) describes the ceremony, 
saying that the procession entered the city by the 
Edirne-Kapu (Adrian's Gate). The confusion with 
Adrianople as the place of burial may have arisen from 
this similarity of the name of the gate in question. 

Selim II died in Constantinople in 1574 and was 
buried in the precincts of Santa Sophia, to which edifice 
he had added two minarets. The statement of Hammer 
(Vol. II, Book 37, p. 445) is positive and admits of no 
doubt. He also records that Selim II is highly honored 
in Adrianople, not as buried there, but as the builder of 
the walls of that city and of its very fine and famous 
mosque bearing his name. Hence the legend that his 
tomb is there. But we have another, and this an au- 
thoritative piece of evidence which finally disposes of 
the myth. The official Calendar (Salname) of the Porte 
for 1910 gives short biographical notes of the successive 
sultans, as well as of their place of burial, and in regard 
to the four sultans in question it agrees (pp. 35-37) in 
all respects with the data furnished by Hammer. 

I have dwelt at some length on this subject because 
it is a typical example of the manner in which the 
Turks and their apologists make no scruple in exploit- 
ing the vague notions generally held on Eastern affairs, 
and in distorting historical facts. 

THE KHALI FATE 

With the much discussed but little understood, yet 
vastly exploited, question of the khalifate, I shall deal 
here very briefly, referring those who desire to obtain 
reliable historical information to a treatise issued a 
couple of years ago, in Italian and English, by the 
Italian Foreign Office. This most learned monograph 
was due to the pen of the professor of Arabic in the 
University of Bologna, if my memory serves me right, 
and it establishes beyond dispute that the office of 
khalif had no real importance as a political factor; 
that at an early epoch of Mohammedanism it had al- 
ready been much degraded, and that the Sultan of 
Turkey arrogated to himself the title on the conquest 
of Egypt, where it was held by a menial in the house- 
hold of the Arab ruler of that country ; and finally that 
all Mussulmans do not recognize the Sultan's title to 
that questionable dignity. 

In all this Near Eastern embroglio there is, perhaps, 
nothing more astounding than the pretension of the 
Muslims of India to dictate to the British Government 
the line of policy they should adopt in regard to Turkey. 
The apparent equanimity with which this demand is 
admitted in certain quarters as reasonable is no less 
astonishing. Yet the whole history of world politics 
offers.no instance as outrageous. Practically it amounts 
to this: that because out of the 350 millions in India 
some seventy profess a form of Mohammedanism, the 
British Empire is to shape its policy so as to sanction 
the continuance, over millions of Christian people, of 
the most barbarous, tyrannical, and corrupt rule which 
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has desolated the fairest lands in Europe and Asia. 8 
Were such a claim admitted, why should not the wishes 
of the Mohammedans of the Philippines be consulted 
by the United States Government in respect to Near 
Eastern affairs, or why should the far greater number 
of millions of the same faith in China not have a voice 
in the revision of the Sevres Treaty ? The absurdity of 
the demand is equaled only by the arrogance with which 
it is put forward. Englishmen who are solicitous for 
the dignity and honor of their country resent the insult 
conveyed by such a demand. No one has exposed its 
unreasonableness more completely than my friend and 
coadjutor in the Anglo-Hellenic League of London, the 
Honorable W. Pembor Eeeves, who writes: 

"The vast majority of the population of India, the Hindoos, 
have no special concern in the matter whatever. Those of 
them who are agitating are doing so for factious reasons 
which are transparently insincere. The Indian Moslems 
have one ground, and one ground only, for interference — 
the Mohammedan religion. That is their only bond with the 
Turks. They are not akin to them in race; the two races 
are not neighbors, have never been knit by ties of close 
friendship, and are not bound up by common economic, 
financial, or military interests. All the ordinary reasons 
for political amity or legitimate concern are absent. It is 
a fact that throughout their history the two races have had 
little to do with each other, and have cared as little for 
each other. The Indian Moslems have looked on unmoved 
during the two centuries in which the Turkish Empire has 
lost province after province. When, moreover, nearly 
seventy years ago, England undertook a long and costly 
war to protect Turkey against Russia, Indian opinion was 
not conciliated thereby. The reply of India to the Crimean 
War was the Indian Mutiny of 1857. The truth Is that the 
political cry that England must befriend Turkey in order 
to please the Moslems of India was Invented not so much 
by the Moslems themselves as by English Turcophiles in 
in the Levant, in England, and in India. These partisans 
have dinned the argument into English and Indian ears for 
the last fifty years, and it says much for Indian indifference 
to the subject that the Moslems there did not take It up 
sooner. That they have done so with vigor during the last 
few years is true. But what has been their reason? 
Simply the existence in India of a formidable agitation 
against the British race and rule. The propagandists of 
this have found in the word "khalif" a sound capable of 



" In the reply of the Allies to the Turkish memorandum on 
the terms of Peace, M. Clemenceau, who signed that reply 
(Paris, June 25, 1919), made the following memorable re- 
marks : 

"History tells us of many Turkish successes and many 
Turkish defeats. . . . Xet in all these changes there is 
no case to be found, either in Europe or in Asia or Africa, 
in which the establishment of Turkish rule in any country 
has not been followed by a diminution of material pros- 
perity and a fall in the level of culture. Nor is there any 
case to be found In which the withdrawal of Turkish rule 
has not been followed by a growth In material prosperity 
and a rise in the level of culture. Neither among the 
Christians of Europe, nor among the Moslems of Syria, 
Arabia, and Africa, has the Turk done other than destroy 
wherever he has conquered. Never has he shown himself 
able to develop in peace what he has won by war. Not in 
this direction do his talents He. ... To thinking 
Moslems throughout the world the modern history of the 
government enthroned at Constantinople can be no source 
of pleasure or pride." 



appealing to ignorant fanaticism. It seems to be argued 
that, however artificial and insincere the khalifate cry may 
be, and however hostile Its authors are to British rule, it 
ought to be yielded to because only so can Indian hostility 
be conciliated. Even were this the case, it would be a 
humiliating sacrifice of honor to expediency. But would the 
submission succeed In Its purpose? Well-known authorities 
of long Indian experience hold that it would not. They 
know that the anti-British agitators of India are aiming at 
bigger game than Greeks and Armenians. Their set design 
is to discredit the British race, and to break down British 
rule in India. They differ amongst themselves as to 
methods and pace. Their object is the same and quite un- 
doubted. They are no more likely to be appeased If we 
throw Greece overboard than they were by the decision to 
keep the Turks and their Sultan in Constantinople. What 
has been the effect on them of the abandonment of Armenia, 
the withdrawal from Cilicia, the setting up of an Arab State 
in Mesopotamia, or the very liberal offer lately made to 
Egypt? Have these events placated them? Certainly not. 
It Is safe to say that the return of Ionia and Thrace to 
Turkish tyranny would have no greater effect." 

RELIGIOUS BELIEF AND POLITICAL STATUS 

In connection with this subject it should be kept in 
mind that Islamism is the only persuasion which in 
modern times couples religious belief with political 
status. Civilized nations have long ceased to consider 
the possession of a common religion as justifying inter- 
ference by one nation in the affairs of another. But 
Turkey is still a theocratic State; 9 Turkish law is the 
law of the Koran; and the one link which binds Mo- 
hammedans together is fanaticism, hatred, and contempt 
for the "Giaours." It is ingrained in them by the 
teaching of the Koran, which preaches constant war 

'But this Is denied by Turcophiles, and has been flatly 
contradicted by Yussuf Kemal, the Angora delegate now in 
Europe. Among the various papers dealing with the Near 
Eastern problem, there figures a memorandum bearing upon 
this point from the pen of one who has held the highest 
offices in the East and who Is regarded as the highest living 
authority on Islamic and Turkish law. From this memoran- 
dum, which appeared at some length in the London Daily 
Telegraph of the 18th of last March, I extract the following 
passages : 

"The fundamental law of the Ottoman Empire of 1876 
provided — in theory — for the protection of the life and 
liberty of all Ottoman subjects, without distinction of race 
and creed ; also for the free exercise of all religions. But in 
practice these guaranties remained a dead letter. As for 
civil and political equality, It cannot be realized so long as 
the Ottoman State remains a theoracy based on the Koran, 
which does not admit of equality as between Moslems and 
non-Moslems. Indeed, to such an extent Is the personal 
status of Moslems regulated by Koranic legislation that 
while a Moslem man may legally marry a non-Moslem 
woman, a Christian man cannot carry a Moslem woman. 
Not only would such a marriage be null and void, but the 
contracting parties would be liable to severe penalties. This 
is enough to demonstrate the inferiority, the capitis diminu- 
tio, under which non-Moslems labor. . . . Now, the ap- 
plication in Turkey of the same laws to Moslems and non- 
Moslems alike would be as if France, having first declared 
Catholicism to be the law of the State, and the Bible the 
legal code governing marriage, had thereupon appointed 
Catholic tribunals to try French Protestants, Jews, and 
Moslems. As a matter of fact, although France Is a secular 
and not a theocratic State, she has instituted special courts 
for her Moslem subjects, who are tried by the Codis ac- 
cording to the Koranic laws." 
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against the unbelievers. The Prophet said : "I swear by 
God, in whose hand is my life, that marching about 
morning and evening to fight for religion is better than 
the world and everything that is in it; and verily the 
standing of one of you in the line of battle is better 
than supererogatory prayers performed in your house 
for sixty years." It is a religion of violence and aggres- 
sion, which tolerates the continued existence of un- 
believers only in the condition of slaves. To shed their 
blood is a meritorious act. Hence the periodic massa- 
cres of Christians. During one of these it was recently 
recorded, on unimpeachable authority, that an old Turk, 
who had done his religious duty in slaughtering a num- 
ber of wretched Christians, bid his five-year-old son 
come and bathe his tender hands in infidel blood, so as to 
remember, as he grew up tq be a man, that he began 
early to conform with the dictates of his faith. 

Another good and meritorious work for a pious Mos- 
lem is to defile a Christian church in as bestial a manner 
as he is able to do. Forced circumcisions and con- 
Tersions to Mohammedanism are publicly celebrated, 
and to violate a Christian girl insures to the perpetrator 
further recompense in Paradise. It is exactly in this 
manner that during their recent outbreak the Moham- 
medan Molhaks in India proceeded against their Hindoo 
neighbors, forcibly circumcising and converting them 
to Islam. 

Whatever certain Orientalists may say of the theo- 
retical purity of the Mohammedan religion, in practice 
it is a cruel, inhuman, and brutal thing. The inevitable 
results of its application in practice are manifest in 
every land where it has prevailed; and the fact that 
Mohammedanism is the one religion which is most ac- 
ceptable to the savages of Africa on adjuring idolatry 
is eloquent proof of the appeal it makes to the lower 
animal instincts of man. The high level of material 
and intellectual culture attained by the Moors of Spain 
is an exception, traceable to the qualities of the race 
itself and to .the surroundings in which it flourished; 
but that as soon as they returned to Africa their civili- 
zation vanished and they reverted to a state of barbarism 
can be accounted for only by the effects of the belief 
practiced under the original conditions of their life. 

THE CAUSE OF MASSACRES 

As to massacres, as some one has put it humorously, 
"of course there never are {officially) any Turkish 
massacres. It is only the ingrained ferocity of the 
Christian populations which compels the Ottoman gen- 
erals and governors to have them slaughtered in order 
to defend their own mild-mannered coreligionists." 
But a great and impartial authority, the American Am- 
bassador at Constantinople in 1915-16, Mr. Henry 
Morgenthau, was a first-hand witness as to the deliberate 
organization of the massacring of both Greeks and 
Armenians by the Turkish Government. He has pub- 
lished his evidence in a powerful and well-known book, 
"The Secrets of the Bosphorus." His estimate was that 
up to that date 400,000 Greeks were deported and .massa- 
cred, and he adds : "Bedri Bey, the prefect of police at 
Constantinople, himself told one of my secretaries that 
the Turks had expelled the Greeks so successfully, that 
they had decided to adopt the same method to all the 
other races of the Empire" (p. 212). 



These enormities were perpetrated under the regime 
of the "Young Turks," the flower of Turkish enlighten- 
ment and culture — Talaat, Enver, and the rest of that 
pack of assassins and criminals, whom western Europe 
greeted at first as the reformers and saviors of the East, 
because they were heavily veneered with the ways of the 
Parisian Cafe Chantant. Since then the massacres have 
continued unchecked and unequaled in horror, bestial- 
ity, and extent by any enormity which recent history 
has to record. The Armenian race has been practically 
wiped out ; and in the Pontus, the coastal region of the 
Euxine, the destruction of the Greeks, established there 
since the expedition of the Argonauts, has presented an 
additional feature of Turkish inventiveness in sav- 
agery — the roasting alive of whole families shut up in 
their houses. 

It is these savages that Monsieur Franklin Bouillon 
has placed, as "high contracting parties," on a level 
with his glorious and noble country — the France we all 
love so well and admire ! It is of these wild beasts that 
panegyrics have again filled and defiled certain western 
European organs of publicity : "What a strange force is 
that of Islam, . . . which can shake empires, 
shatter kingdoms, and react against the greatest naval 
and military powers of the globe ! A strange force, but 
a moral force, an unseizable force, a limitless force." 
This enraptured French panegyrist was wise not to add 
"a golden force," for that must have been the kind of 
force that had most impressed him. But he reminds 
me of the debasing and nauseating scenes I witnessed 
in my junior days of service at Constantinople, still 
then the happy hunting ground of Frank adventurers 
hungry for concessions and profitable contracts. To 
secure them, Christian men stopped short of no self- 
degradation before the Turk ; some of them were known 
to have prostituted to the pashas even what we hold 
most sacred in family life. I have seen others, men of 
high standing and admitted talent, helplessly surrend- 
ering right judgment and independence of mind to the 
cajolements, the flattery, the attentions, and the Thou- 
sand-and-one-Nights' entertainments provided for them 
by the wily Turk, thus blasting their past records and 
blackening their reputations. 

These ghastly scenes I witnessed with my own eyes. 
Disgusted and dismayed, I turned away, never again to 
face that cesspool of iniquity, "the Sublime Porte," that 
crater of confusing vapors and poisonous emanations. 
Alas ! we know that they still turn the head of many a 
distinguished officer and public servant from both hemi- 
spheres. 



BALKAN PROBLEMS AND THEIR 
50LUTION 

By GORDON GORDON-SMITH 

In the last month or two the Balkan question has 
bulked largely among the political subjects discussed 
in the American and European press. The average reader, 
however, approaches the subject with a kind of hopeless 
feeling, much as he feels when called upon to discuss 
the squaring of the circle or the problem of perpetual 
motion. He has so long been accustomed to regard the 



